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The statement of Theorem 1 on page 209 should be the following:
Theorem 1. Let f and g be two nonconstant meromorphic functions sharing (0,1),
(1,∞), (∞,∞). If
A0 = 2δ1)(0;f )+ 2δ1)(∞;f )+min
{ ∑
a =0,1,∞
δ2)(a;f ),
∑
a =0,1,∞
δ2)(a;g)
}
> 3,
then either f ≡ g or fg ≡ 1. If f has at least one zero or pole, then the case fg ≡ 1 does
not arise.
Example 2 should be replaced by the following:
Example 2. Let f = ez − 1 and g = 2− 2/ez. Then f , g share (0,∞), (1,∞), (∞,∞)
and δ1)(0;f ) = 0, δ1)(∞;f ) = 1, ∑a =0,1,∞ δ2)(a;f ) =∑a =0,1,∞ δ2)(a, g) = 1. Also
neither f ≡ g nor fg ≡ 1.
On page 211, at the beginning of the proof of Theorem 1, An should be as follows:
An = 2δ1)(0;f )+ 2δ1)(∞;f )+min
{
n∑
i=1
δ2)(ai;f ),
n∑
i=1
δ2)(ai;g)
}
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